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NO. 11, ! 16, 1819. 
ae A new commandment I give utito you, That ye love one another, as I have loved you—JOHN xxiii. 34, 
—_— -——- - I ae at ~ as ————__ 


FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


(The following is the extract alluded ‘to, at the 
conclusion of Candor’s communication in last 
No] . 

EXTRACT FROM A SERMON, 


Qn the importance of mutual eh rity among the 
different denominations of christians. 


“ For ye are vet carnal: for whereas there is 
among you envying, and strife, and divisions, are 
ye no’ carnal, and walk us men? For while one 
saith, Tamaf Pani; and another Tam of Apollos; 
are venotcarnal? Who thenis Paul, and cho 
Apollos, but menisters by whom ye believed, even as 
the Lord gave to every man?”—1 Cor. in 3,4, 5” 


But in order to availourselves of all 
the instruction offered in our text, we 
must descend to particulars. Hitherto 
we have attended to the nature and 
effect of Hatred, only in a general point 
of view; but now we shall attempt a 
careful examination of a certain prac- 
tice in the church of God, which ts di- 
rectly calculated to produce, cherish 
and perpetuate the spirit of hatred. 
We have already seen that the sa- 
cred profession of the church is not 
proof against the influence of this spirit, 
and we have moreover seen that when 
itis discovered there, the sanctity of 
the retreat must by no means afford it 
anunmolested asylum. Following the 
example of St. Paul, we shall boldly 
pursue it into this hallowed covert ;.and 
undaunted by all the imposing but false 
pretcnsions of religious zeal by which 
the »nonsferis supported on his throne, 
we shall do our best to drag him forth 
into the clear light of truth. _ Happily, 
in so doing, we shall not be obliged to 
wander from the limits of our text. The 
apostle has here not only directed us 
to the scene of our labors, but taken 
possession of the ground before us. 

Doubtless you anticipate me in de- 
signating the particular instance in 
view. It is that of a party-spirited re- 
ligion, where, “ one saith, Iam of Paul, 
and another, I am of Apollos.” We 


should suppose from the A postle’s lan- 


¢ 


. +4 . 
thians; as a demonstration too, of which 


guage that he looked upon this division|tation of Christ, was nevertheless ver¥ 
in their church as a complete demon-jfar from the perfection of his sinless 
stration of the carnality of the Corin-|master. When he would do good, evil . 


was present with him; and if he were 


they themselves must feel the force;/made a standard, the moral corruption 


“ while one saith, I am of Paul, andjof his followers would lead them fre- 
another, I am of Apollos, are ye not/quently to copy his frailties rather than 


carnal?” 

“ But wherein consisted the wicked- 
ness of their calling themselves _ 
these great and worthy names? The 
could not have selected a greater on 


his graces. 
But this is not all. If one christian 
nad a discretionary right to choose a 


religious leader from among men ; then 


would all christians be left to their ca- 


earth than Paul; he was one of thejprice in setting up as many others as 


chief Apostles. 


phas were his faithful fellow-labourers; 
any dangerous sentiment,as Paul would 


case. Why then did those christians 


act improperly in saying I am of Paul,jhis first chapter. 


And Apollos and Ce-/they pleased; and divisions, envying, 


strife, confusion, and every evil work 


we cannot suppose them infected with|would follow. 


These were the consequences of such 


have withdrawn from them in such aja practice among the Corinthians, as we 


see from what St. Paul says to themin 
“ For it hath been 


or of Apollos, or of Cephas?”’ Answer,/declared unto me of you, my brethren, 


By paying that religious deference to 
man which is due only to the great 


Head of the church. Christ expressly|you. 


commanded his disciples to call no man 
on earth their father or master. 
Indeed, as blind as we are, yet we 
may discover that a permission to call 
themselves in a religious view of any 
human name whatever would be con- 
trary to the laws of natural propriety. 
For in calling themselves of Paul or of 
Apollos, they virtually declared an in- 
tention of considering those persons as 
leaders; it is a well known fact, that 
followers generally will regard the cha- 
racters of their leaders, as standards to 
which they are to conform their own. 
This fact may be observed by compar- 
ing the different spirits of our modern 
religious parties, with the temper and 
genius of their founders and most noted 
leaders. Now to setup any imperfect 
being as such areligious standard, is 
certainly diverting the attention from 
the express image of God,—the onl; 
example of perfect holiness which has 
been given. Even Paul himself, though 








by them which are of the house of 
Chloe, that there are contentions among 
Now this I say that every oneof 
ou saith I am of Paul, and I of Apol- 
fou, and I of Cephas, and I of Christ; 
Is Christ divided?” And from another 
passage once recited, we may very ac- 
curately determine how far these con- 
tentions proceeded, “I speak to your 
shame. Is it so that there is not a wise 
man among you: No, not one that 
shall be able to judge between his bre- 
thren. But brother goeth to law with 
brother, and that before the unhbe- 
lievers.” Ido not wish to put an tn- 
charitable construction on this; but 
conduct of similar religious parties at 
the present day, especiaily when they 
are inthe heat of faction, perhaps no 
one will hesitate to receive the followin 

as a just interpretation. At first ens 
vyings and contentions arose between 
those of different namés; then to gratify 
their spirit of strife, they embraced 
occasions for legal prosecutions; but 
too justly fearing that their cause would 
bé Unsef in the hands of a christian 


perhaps ex¢elled by no man in the imi-jbrother oi an opposing sect, they would 
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-brethren in Christ; who nevertheless 


President Boyer, of Hayti, has presented 500/ 


. 


‘rather submit it to the justice of un- 
believers, who in that age were hea- 
thens. Such was their mutual prejudice 
that they were unable to judge between 
their brethren! Well might St. Paul 
say, I speak to your shame. 

Of all conduct such as theirs was the 
most direct in opposition to the spirit 
of the Gospel they professed. Where 


was that spirit whose fruits are love, 


joy, peace, long-suffering? Where was 
that charity without which St. Paul 
assures them, the tongues of men and 
of angels would be nothing but sound- 
ing vanities, without which the know- 
ledge of mysteries, the gift of prophe- 
cy, all the miraculous powers of faith 
would avail nothing; without which not 
even the zeal and fortitude that would 
meet and endure the trial of martyrdom 
could profit them? This spirit, this 
charity had forsaken them and _ the 
werecarnal. Instead of that brotherly 
love which is the soul of all true re- 
ligion, discord and jealousy like the 
waters of bitterness pervaded their so- 
ciety, and rendered it like the troubled 
sea when it cannot rest, and whose 
waves castup mire and dirt. I will not 
descend to portray the minute parts 
of a scene so deplorable and disgusting. 
They would but awaken in my mi 
and perhaps in yours, things which we 
would fain bury in eternal oblivion; 
the friendship of some with whom we 
began the christian race, now turned to 
worse than indifference; the contumely, 
the scorn, the abhorrence, and the 
bigoted rancor we have felt from our 


possessed some virtues that endeared 
them to our hearts, but with a hopeless 
esteem. Let these things rest in sj- 
lence; but we have reason to imagine 
them not totally unknown among the 
Corinthians. Alas, that they should 
pervert the religion of the meek and 
loving Jesus to such detestable ends ! 
If aabtere your reflections, my bre- 
thren, treasure up in your hearts the 
Apostle’s demand of them, “ While 
one saith, I am of Paul, and another, I 
am of Apollos; are ye not carnal? for 
whereas there is among you envying 
and strife,’and divisions, are ye not 


carnal?” 
4 (Continued in our next Number.) 
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sterling to the Wesleyan Mechod.st Missionary 
Society Such an example of munificenee m » 
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FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER, 


PREDESTINATION. 


 ———" Those things by him decreed, 
Or compass’d by permission, ever tend — | 


goodness, 
For he is all benevolence; and knows, 
That in the paths of virtue and of love, 
Alone éan final happiness be found.”— 


we 


which he has not received, that it is by 
the grace of God he is what he is, and 


nd on it is only by the gift of his Hea- 


venly Father, that he differs from his 
fellow men, and thus thinking he views 
with charity the foibles of those around 
him. Resentment is kept within due 
bounds, for he knows that there can be 
no power except it be given from above. 
The harmonies of nature, which in pro- 
fusion meet the eye, lead us to their 
great Author; but could we find one 
thing in the universe, which was not 
produced by his Almighty fiat, then 
would we be at a loss to prove his at- 
tributes and his existence, for if any 
thing could thus be, then could all 
things. Here atheism would raise its 
annihilating influence, and paralize the 
hopes of Christianity; here the vague 
and undefined term of nature would 
usurp the place of Deity, for it is as 
reasonable to suppose that all things 


as that any thing was—and into this 
difficulty must those get, who disbelieve 
in predestination. It has been said, if 
all our actions are fore ordained, we 
have no free will. I answer that if this 
free will makes a man, in any one in- 
stance, independent of his Maker, then 





son of Africa, deserves the imitation of princes 
in more favored nations. 


the omnipotence of Deity is bounded | 
by this instance, therefore cannot be 


To draw his creatures whom he loves, to 


“ Gop hath decreed in himself from 
all eternity, by the most wise and holy 
counsel of his own will, freely and 
unchangeably all things whatsoever 
come to pass.” This is a truth of 
great importance, it teaches us that 
what God hath purposed, he will as- 
suredly accomplish ; it infuses comfort 
and consolation to the mind of erring 
man, and points to a source which is 
unchangeable, “ declaring the end from 

beginning, and from ancient times, 
Yithe things that are not yet done, saying 
my counsel shall stand, and F will do 
all my pleasure;” toa God who worketh 
all things after the counsel of his own 
will. The man who believes in pre- 
destination, feels the spirit’ of hu- 
mility, he considers that he has nothing 


were called into being without a God,|P# 


























































¥ 


infinite. If itis said that the operation 






jis of man, he being an agent, I reply . 
that the power (which is known but by . 
jits operation) must either spring fronfm ° 
God, or it must not; if the latter, if * 
destroys our idea of God’s ‘omnipo.fm * 
tence; if the former, it proves what wef 
assert. Man is governed by motives | 
springing from external objects, andi © 
according to the strength of these, so 

will be his actions, and a similarity of ‘ 
motives must produce similarity off .» 
actions, as like cause produces like 
effect. I will show an instance whergm ™ 
free will is supposed to exist, to prove : 
it does not. A is going to vote for Ba r* 
his wil isin favour of him, certain : 
external circumstances produce this ” 
volition, as the acquaintance, worth, be 
character, &c. of the candidate. On f 
A’s arrival at the poll, he is met by a oh 
friend, who represents another can- wee 
didate C,as a man who has suffered for eat 
the public benefit, whose talents are ar 
very superior, who is in need of office, ¢.. 


and altogether deserving. A is led by 
this to change his mind, the more pow- 


f et Tet é‘ ap] 
erful motives springing from C_ over- 941, 
power those from B, and produce af... 
volition in C’s favour. Now in this we @ 4,, 
see free will, but who can say that it rest. 
was not governed ? and in this way it is #1, 
that man acts in all cases. But tofy;,, 
assert that A could vote for B, all the 1, 
motives from C remaining the same, is i ne, 
is to say that the doctrine of free will 7 
is true. I have spoken of the free My.. 
agency of man being incompatible With Bi nc, 
the omnipotence of God. I will next @...) 
show how it can agree with his omni- Bun 
sctence. When we speak of the know- Bihg¢ . 
ledge of a future event, we mean that Hi, 
it certainly will take place, the time Hire 

when, the mode, &c. being determined. 

But if this event may or may not come 

to pass, it is evident that it cannot be 

an object of prescience; for the action BH A 
D which may or may not be, cannot vy | 
certainly be known to any individual, Mer 1 
let that individual be as great as you fo dx 


please, the action of D may come to & 1. 








ss, and it may not, is the sum total ot p 
of the foreknowledge. Z. jur 
(To be Continued.) 2. 

0 nsw 

Answers to Quaesitor. rith¢ 

See page 31. e re 

15. If Christ was a perfect man; — °:. 
(i. e. possessing a human soul as well Coli 
as body, any thing shortof which is not ) 
Se 


man ;) and at the same time possessed 
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mallowed this expression) into the argu- 


x Ue 
* 


we 


any other nature, which nature was 
also a rational or moral being; then, 
certainly, in Christ there were as clearly, 
two distinct beings as two distinct na- 
tures. | ; 


16. This question is unanswerable. 

17. “God cannot be tempted with 
evils.” Jamesi.13. . 

18. God alone is infinite. Psal. 
exlvil. 5. 

If the term is ever applied to any 
thing else, it is in a qualified and li- 
mited sense. Nah. 111. 9. 

19. No one ever held that God, 
strictly speaking, either suffered or 
died, or that he was capable of either 
suffering or death. 

20. The only way in which it has 
been ever supposed that the sufferings 
of Christ were infinite, is by supposing 
that, in some inconceivable and in- 
comprehensible way, the divine nature 
added to the weight and value of his 
sufferings; without, however, the suf- 
ferings of the divine nature. 

21. The answer above must also 
apply here: for it must be admitted 
that the suffering (and of course the 
satisfaction, so far as the satisfaction 
depended on suffering) was all human 
and finite, unless, some how or other, 
and no mortal could ever tell how, th 
ivine nature can be /ugged, (if Imay be 


e 


nent. 

The reader 1s requested, in reading 
hese answers, to turn also and examine 
pnce more the questions. Compare 
ach question with the answer of the 
umber; and then, having compared 
he same also with the scriptures, ask 
his own understanding how far thev 
kre satisfactory. Promptu. 
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FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


As. J. J. has found some fault with 
ay publishing his letter, it is but pro- 
er that I should state my reasons for 
o doing; which are the following, viz. 

1. As the letter had no name, it was 
bt possible that its publication should 
jure the author. 

2. It Was proper the letter should be 
mswered, which could not be done 
ithout first laying it before the public, 

e real author being unknown. And 

3. I did not wish to shrink from a 
ublic investigation of the subjects 
hich had been published in the Mes- 


THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 


culated, in some degree, still further to 
excite. I had no design to injure any 
one; but if possible to do good to all, b 
ming J a vehicle through which all 
might have liberty freely to express 
their sentiments. 
These being my reasons, permit me 
to ask, what was there to forbid my 
ublishing the letter in question? Is 
it not better to speak to the face than 
behind the back? and what is the reason 
that ministers are not as willing to vin- 
dicate their sentiments from the press 
as from the pulpit? Go into most of 
our churches, and you hear doctrines 


to bid defiance to all contradiction; and 
whilst the speaker will denounce other 
doctrines as damnable heresy, he cri- 
minates other churches for not believing 
in his own. Why then should they be 
unwilling to come forward and pub- 
licly defend what they publicly advance; 
as well as to propagate it in their own 
churches, and among their particular 
friends? 

Controversy is calculated to produce 
argument; and argument is calculated 
to bring us to the knowledge of the 
truth: or in the words of scripture; 
* faith cometh by hearing, and hearing 
by the word of God.” But, as the 
scriptures are differently construed, 
how shall we understand unless we 
hear both sides of the question? 

J. J. speaks of honour. I would ask, 
which is the greatest honour,, to court 
an inquiry, when it is called for by the 
people ; or to shrink from a vindication, 
when a sentiment meets with an attack? 

J. GARDNER. 


ia’ 
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FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER. 








NO. VIII. 
* Omnia explorate, bonum tenete ’°—Pavirs 


The eighth number of the “ Mes- 
senger” is received, and is now passing 
in review. Iam aware that it is not 
customary. for periodical publications 
to suffer its own columns to be re- 
viewed by any writer in its own num- 
bers. But this being in some respects 
different from most others, (being pro- 
fessedly controversial, and open to 
writers of different religious. senti- 
ments,) the propriety of some one’s 
keeping a watchiul eye over the whole, 
cannot be doubted. R.C. only regrets 








pnger, and which that letter was cal- 


that he is not more competent to such 


advanced with a boldness which seems} 


c. vi. 1, saw the glo 
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an undertaking, Thathe may circum- 
scribe himself, however, within proper 
limits, and so as not to become tedious 
to his readers, he gives notice that two 
classes of communications, or parts of 
communications, will be passed over in 
silence: viz. 1, those which are con- 
sidered generally correct, although the 
manner of handling the subject may 
not in all respects be acceptable: and 
2, communications which are consider- 
ed very exceptionable on some ac- 
counts, yet, from other considerations, 
are considered, on the whole, perfectly 
harmless. 

Our object being to correct errors 
the most dangerous, and to disseminate 
truth the most important, we must take 
care not to lose sight of our main ob- 
ject, by becoming too fastidious. about 
words which in themselves are harm- 
less; or by descending to minutia im 
points of argument. Let it be ours, 
therefore, to state every thing with the 
utmost clearness and perspicuity., 

The remaining part of the piece 
signed T. is received, as was the first, 
with general satisfaction; and I have 
not much more to add on the subject. 
If the Father and Son had been as dis- 
tinctly spoken of in Gen i. 26, &c. as 
they are in John xvii. 21. I should 
have no objection to the application : 
viz. “ that the plural pronoun ws is ex- 
pressive of the Father and the Son:’’, 
butas they are not, T. must excuse me 
for dissenting from him in opinion 
on this subject. Our readers also will 


judge for themselves. 


John xvii. 5. has been already ex- 
plained agreeably to my hypothesis: 
if the reader wishes further light on 
the subject, he is referred to Kneeland’s 
Lectures, p. 133—-140, and also to the 
authors quoted there. What is sup- 


posed by T. from Gen. xi. 7. appears to 


rest on supposition only: as also Isai. 
vi.5. If all that the prophets were 
enabled to see by the spiritof prophecy, 
must be supposed to have been actually 


seen, as things then existing, we should 


soon find ourselves in a labyrinth in 


which truth would be entirely out of 


sight: but if the prophet only “saw his 
glory,” as explained by John ii. 41. 
why may we not suppose it was the 
glory of the Father? ‘“* The true mean- 
ing is,” says Dr. Ciarke, “ when Isaiah 
of God the Fa- 
ther, revealing to him the coming of 
Christ, he then saw the glory of him 
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_- *  who.was to.come in the glory of his|him like the prodigal son, confessing|invariably expressindefmite, but always 
Father, Matt. xvi. 27. Isaiah, in be-|his sin, God is faithful and just in for-jiimited duration: the mstances already 
holding the glory of God, and in re-/giving his sin, and cleansing him from|referred to in Exod. xxi. 6. and Deut. 
ceiving from hima revelation of thejall unrighteousness. 1 John 1.9. Tojxv. 17, rendered forever, could only 

, coming of Christ, saw, that is, foresaw|speak of pardoning after satisfaction is|extend during the life of the man, 

~ the glory.of Christ, just as Abraham,|obtained, in the sense in-which many|which was mdefinite indeed, but surely 
John viii. 56, saw, ‘that i is, foresaw his theologians speak of satisfaction, is ajlimited.. The same holds good with 
day and was 'glad. ” Dr. Clarke on thejcontradiction in terms; for what pas regard to Onesimus, Philemon. ‘The 








Trinity, p. 93. .I must confess that/priety is there in speaking of a debt|térm, aay, is applied toa plurality of e- . 
to my understanding this explanation|being forgiven, after the same debt has}riods past, and to a plurality of periods . 
seems the mpst rational of the two. {been fully paid? to come ; but eternity is one continued Ri 
The questions of “ Quesitor,” some}. 11. The scripture nowhere speaks duration without beginning or end. G3 
of them at least, are too important tojof the Father taking upon him human| The idea of never ending misery, is 
be passed over unnoticed. I hope tojnature, but that he prepared a body for}diametrically opposite to the divine 
see them answered soon. the Son, whotook part with the children|character, designs, and wall, and is J 
Whether J. J..“ had no expectation|in flesh and biood, Heb. ii. 14. Where|never to be found in the scriptures in B® 
of secing it (his letter to Mr. Gardner)|the Apostle quotes from the LXX.jany words whatever. It is true in- 
in print,” or not, Iam unable to Say 5 Psalm xl. 6, thou hast prepared for me a\deed that it is often preached by man; 
butif he had ao such “ expectation,” |40dy. In our version of the Psalm it is,/but although we doubt notthe sincerity 
why did he head it with his own hand|mine ear hast thou opened, referring to|of the preachers, yet when they preach J fu 
with the words, “ For Tur Curistrian|Exod. xxi. 6,and Deut. xv. 17. Taking contrary to the scriptures, we may well an 
Messencer:” As the Christian Mes-lin the context of the two last mentioned|doubt the correctness of their under- 9 th 
sengeris a public print, and as he wrote|passages, may it not be considered as a/standing ; and let them consider how 9 w! 
the letter expressly for this work, unless|beautiful figure of our Lord in his hum-|they shall answer to the master, whom fei 
he was conscious that he had written|ble state, who loved his God, who gave|they seriously profess to serve, if they ve 
something unfit for the public, whyjhim the people? John x. 29. And-lov- shall be found to add to his words. T. Hex 
should he not expect to see 2t in print : ?led the people, his church and children. 0 in 
R. G Eiphes. v v. 25, and Heb. ii. 13. Sothat} MARRIPD.—In this city, on Tuesday evening wh 
f O jhe w ould not separate himself from his my caper oy We ster, Phuip F ayers, Mr. f chi 
... bh sie -EXA} Mi‘NULLaGr, to Miss Mary Any & ° 
Thoughts on Quesitor’s Enquiries. \God, nor from his people; but would /1Taom, daughter of Juin Tham, Esq. dix 
ict act nad ean itd serve till his death. Phil. 11.8. — — uo 
12. The only possible satisfaction of| Errata In our last iunuer, page 39, column BM the 


weal” e + @ : : : . 1, line 8, for prinang. read pointing, "| 
‘ y is in -d inidivine justice, 1s at the same time th ous I 8 wi 
7. The seventh query 1s 1 cluded J ’ © t © Ibid, column 2 <, answer 13, line 6, for lowe, read wh 


the fifth, and requires.no other answer.|satisfaction of divine goodness, which} /aw, 
8. Q. Was man asinner before hejis the fulfilling of the law. Thou — 
had acted wrong? Was the sin of|shalt love the Lord thy God with all To CoRRESPONDENTS. 
Adam some thousand years ago, my|thy heart, with all: thy soul, with ali] Upon re-examination of C’s communica- 
sin? Answer, no. thy mind, and with all thy strength, tion, we find R. C, so confounded with “ A 
9. Was man righteous before he aad thou shalt love thy neighbour as}"wbscriber,” and “ Kepentance,” whose J 2S | 


acted upright? thy self. ‘This law our Lord Jesus piece was never published, that we cannot MM An 
give it insertion, without adding explana- con 


Ans. God made mankind upright. Christ fulfilled in perfection ; God was}® a : 1: hicl h . 
{ 1S < 2 > 2g 
Whiie they kept their first estate, they|pleased with his righteousness. Ali A A gama? ten geg tema a an atta 1 i 
acted uprightly and were righteous. In|his followers must have the same law ech ee ae UA emtanee. CverTIE ther 
acted uprightly g . ¢ communication may be animadverted on amc 


par 
nun 
itse 


their fall from their pristine state of /fulfilled in them, in order to bear his under its proper sicnature, and not to con fl dec 
purity they became sinners; but they image. We know thatit is the design|fyund different writers, who may have a si- at 
were not to be lost; grace was givenjand will of God ‘to bring every one to milarity of sentiments. to t 
to them in Christ Jesus, and eternal|that perfection ; and where is the man| We have not the piece “ Repentance” then 
life promised to them by God, who can-jbold enough toassert that the Almighty | wishes to have published, nor have we ever flait 
not lie, before the world began. is incapable of accomphishing this be-|seen it. if it should be sent, we shall pub- selv 
Was the righteousness of Jesus my|nevolent object? lish it, if itis written in the terms which wef @T" 
conduct? 13, 14. Ans. The doctrine of never|"@ve prescribed. gras 
“ reli’? may rest assured that his com-@@ the | 


Ans. No otherwise than by the same |e nding misery cannot be found in the nti shall be i ¥ : ] 
righteousness being fulfilled in us, by scriptures, in any other way than by eats a e mserted in due ines sae 
doing the will of God. Compare Rom.}mistranslations, which it surely ought promise, as ee te ret 

respect of persons. Every reader of the our | 











vill. 4. with 1 John iit. 7, 10. to be part of the business of the preach- Messenger must now be well acquain ed 
10. The tenth query is improperlyjers to correct. There is not, and|with our conditions, and we think Geni still pee 
expressed. God loves mankind um-/cannot be in the scriptures, a single the most unexceptionable. ae 
changeably; but from his very charac-jinstance, in which, truly translated, G hin 
_ ter he must be opposed to sin, nor canjeither the Hebrew o/em or oulem, or the! ppInTED BY AD \M WALDIF ed 
his justice ever be satisfied with i it; but}Greek aa, or its ajective, are mtend-| 4.0% o 74, sourn skeoNnp ee li vide, 


when the simner repents and returns tojed to convey the idea of eternity, they! phere all Communcations are go be addreesed 
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